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Fund Contributions 

. ■ ■ • - , • 

: Exceed Last Year's i 

• * #s ‘ 

(Despite' a late 8tart,junk>n boy- 
ccra,. a controversial xnt ot ctNOtt 
and predictions of pledge-card back- ‘ 
lash, the government's one-shot 
chanty drive— ben -has r> raised 
$14;milhofr eoftg aow flan ■ ft - ' 
raised bat year, . even though fewer ■ 
people put something in the pot ' v 

Officials of the' Combined 'Federal 
Campaign, wfcftb iaisea money in 
this area ferneariy 300 charities and 
service groups, say the number of 
givers this year is down about 11,000 
from- 1982. 

One reason for the drop in par- 
ticipation is that there are about 
10.000 fewer federal employes in 
metropolitan Washington than there 
were in 1982. - Many workers said 
they couldn’t afford to give, and 
some flatly refused because they 
didn’t want to make their agencies 
or this admmiatration look good. 

Many feds are ticked off because 
of the 4 percent pay raise, retire- 
ment benefit cuts, furloughs and 
RIFs that have slimmed government 
here to just over 340,000 civilian 
wofkers.'-^'' ' j*- ;. v . 

* TheiJurnber of (groups participat- 
ing in.the. CFC Us grown, inrecent 
years because -of court ruliqgs that 
said the government had to place a* 

uhder the fund-drive umbrella. Jab- ! 
eral-laaniM tfU t r>mo 

into the parity -drive several ^ears 
ago were C joined this .year by censer-' 
vative legal defense' funds, consid- 
ered anathema" by -many federal j 
workers.;. ■; 

. Although the Office of Personnel '' 
M ana g ement said that none of the 
groups would get money not specif- 
ically designated to , them by donors, 
many feds didn’t get "the word or 
else didn’t believe it 


-CFC boycotts were called hythe 
National Treasury Employes 
Union- and the National Associa- 
tion of Letter Carriers. Both 
unions wereangered by inclusion ft 
the drive life year, of the National 
RighVto Work Legal Defense Fund, 
w^uch they ocmsider antiunion.' * 
-^foe-interior Department 
ther>3?5 swage gift level 'there 
hav e been higher had some 
i groups, who are after 
. ahto Watt’s hkfobeen 
ontheCTtJJst ,.:^ 

;ipFC mm e*y4he average dona^i 

Mtoyorn £om;$S&60’in 1982>to> 
181 TfrflwyMli^ '&** * *** ■*' 

*We haCacme hhhy moments at 
ideces Kkeihe Bmteau of Eagravi' 
ing and Printing and ft* Govern- 
ment Printing Office,* one fond- 
ra»er said,“e^fl4lnin| that many 

— ^ * : it _ i" • - * 
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plants, 

which peedu®. government publics- 
tieais and U.S. canspey, ‘‘werenot in 
* MPPy mood about the campaign, 
orthiaadndidstilrtkm.* * 

Contributions to the CFC varied, 
widely, depending ob the rise of the 

the, 

viewy oTrtu m fS tsn m. Iflio itoesaa 


ovmore Kill 

nt " the for, 

VM $100. j> ^ 

Department of Stogy staffers 
kicked in an average of $99.42, while 
at the Justice Department the typ- 
ical donation was $47.17 as of-the 
mid-Novamber totals. Air Force 
and Navy personnel, both civilian 
and mi l it a r y, typically in just, 
over $55 each, while the Army 1 * av- 
erage gift was $47. 

The 8tete Department was 
nnwng the more gung-ho, with an 
average gift of *94.17, while the Of- 
fice of Manngttont ^Budget; 
with a high percentage of middle- 
and'upper-level weaken, put nearly 
, everybody to shame, averaging 
f f®* ( e ^ i** : \\ 

7 Health and Human Services 
workers, who have been hard hit by 
WFls ana noipowliott in the past 
two yearaTpledged $6ft87 on aver- 
oge. The U& Poetal Service aver- 
age in this area was just over $52. 
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' The largest average gifts tended i 
to come foam relatively «n«u organ- 
izations, where $150 or mom per J 
person was standard. These indude ! 
such places as the Advisory Com- 
mission on Intergovernmental Re- 
lations the Farm Credit Adminis- 
tration; Federal Labor Relations 
Authority; National Credit Union 
Administrat i o n; National Gallery 
of Art; ACTION fwhatielaft of ft); , 
Adminjattaft ve Confer ene o eft the 
UA; and nuiyn&er small units. 

The : averageinift of Senate -em- 
pfoyec win $100; while thsir Honee 
ooUeaguea managed only $73A3 at 
the time df ftteynid-Novembcr nck- 
oning.Xf: £ x'yy 

r One of the hast scorecards, we are 
tok), was at the j Central IntelH* 
genee Agency^ whose * (desrified) 
workers surpassed ,^fheir goal «of 
$307,000, t hank s td the hebMftrfdaft 
rifled) GPP kayrpn^andwhere^Mch 
woriur/gave aft amtsge gift 

rifled) {^tod'fobmifiri^em^^ 
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